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fertile loess hinds, which were brought under cultivation much more
easily than the swamps and forest-clad mountains of central and
southern China.

There are some interesting notes on the early relations of the
Chinese and Japanese. The earliest mission from Japan to China was
despatched in the first century of our era. But in both countries there
was long ago a tradition that Chinese civilisation was introduced into
Japan and a state founded there in 478 B.C. In that year the kingdom
of Wu, one of the competitors for the succession to the Chou dynasty,
and situated near the mouth of the river Yangtse, was destroyed by a
neighbouring power ; and, when the capital was taken, a portion of the
royal family escaped eastward in boats. So much is certain; but that
the refugees reached Japan is not capable of proof. T. L. BULLOCK.

Western Asia in the Days of Sargon of Assyria, 722-705 B.C.
By A. T. OLMSTEAD. ^New York : Holt. 1908.)

DR. OLMSTEAD has made a valuable contribution to the study of the
important period with which he deals. Appearing as one of the
numbers in the series of Cornell Studies in History and Political
Science, his volume is a useful monograph on the reign of the martial
usurper who so largely deserves the credit of having held back
the hordes of barbarian invaders till they had received some
tincture of civilisation through contact with the Assyro-Babylonian
culture. Dr. Olmstead not only has a full acquaintance with the
monumental and literary texts bearing on his subject, but has personally
examined the topography in some quarters, and has had the results of
friends' examination in others communicated to him. He brings to
bear on the various questions which necessarily come up for discussion an
eminently sane and balanced judgment. Particularly important are the
the review (p. 56-71) of the Musri theory, broached by Winckler and
prosecuted by Dr. Cheyne, and the treatment of the chronology. On the
former question the author pronounces with Dr. Budge, whose discussion
however in his History of Egypt he does not notice, against any impor-
tant Negeb kingdom which could be confused in the Biblical narrative
with Egypt, and finds one cogent argument in the question how, it being
' agreed that the main narrative parts of the Pentateuch have assumed
their present form about 850-650 B.C.,' it can yet have been that ' the
exodus story was transferred from Hucri to Egypt . . . juBt at the time
when, according to the theory, Mucri was the one great power of the
south-western world.' Dr. Olmstead's position in the matter of chro-
nology is soon stated. He believes that the Annals have been followed
too implioitly hitherto, and finds in the two Prisms a more trustworthy
authority, and with them he relies considerably on two fragments of
Chronicles. In support of his position he points to certain inaccuracies
in the monuments, which we pan detect by the unprejudiced and disin-
terested evidence of foreigners. Thus in Prism B Sargon appears as
commanding against Ashdod, while from Isaiah xx. 1 we know that
Tartan was really the commander. Moreover an official inscription of
Sargon's convicts the Annals of inaccuracy in dating the battle of Dus ilu
in 721, not 720. He also notices that the Assyrian Chronicle explains the
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system followed in the Annals and Prisms, for it records ' in the land,'
i.e. no expedition, for one year, so that he infers that the scribes ' padded
out these gaps with the events of other more crowded years.' The most
generally interesting problem which receives a new treatment in conse-
quence is the date to be assigned for the capture of Samaria. Dr.
Olmstead declares that 2 Kings xvii. 1-6 means naturally that Shal-
maneser took that city ; he finds confirmation of this in the Babylonian
Chronicle, which has the taking of ' Shamara'in' as the one event of that
king's reign; the Assyrian Chronicle, he points out, excludes 727, 726,
722, so that 725-3 must be the date of the siege. Unfortunately he
weakens his case for rejecting Sargon's claim to have reduced Samaria
by arguing from the rarity of Assyrian expeditions in the winter, without
considering that this siege certainly continued summer and winter. The
question cannot here be discussed at length, but it may be well to state
that a careful re-examination of the Biblical chronology supports the
date 728 for the fall of Samaria.

It is to be regretted that, although the preface is dated ' 8 June 1906,'
the book was not published till 1908, for in the interval Mr. L. W. King,
in his Chronicles concerning Early Babylonian Kings, has published new
documents, which make obsolete Dr. Olmstead's discoveries (pp. 28, 29) of
Sargon I's story, and, in particular, supply a sounder text—' the Sea of
the East,' i.e., the Persian Gulf, for ' the sea of the setting sun,' which
Sargon crossed. Two misprints may be noted. On p. 66, line 80, ' rook '
should be ' brook,' and on p. 168, line 5 from the bottom, a more serious
misprint occurs (read ' favoured. Yet . . . later, while'). There is no
index. T. NIOKLIN.

Imperial Gazetteer of India. New Edition. Vol. II.
(Oxford : Clarendon Press. 1908.)

THIS is the ' historical' volume of the Gazetteer. The mode in which it
deals with Indian history is novel, but under the circumstances it is justi-
fiable. Indian history as an exact science does not begin before the first
appearance of the Mohammedans on the scene, in the year of grace 662.
The Hindus had little trace of the historical faculty, and every work pre-
tending to deal with historical subjects is so mingled with fable and
regardless of accurate chronology as to be not only untrustworthy but
also misleading. It is only of quite recent years that any systematic
attempt has been made to investigate the early history of Hindustan.
Before any detailed history is attempted in this volume the materials
which alone furnish any information as to the early history of India
are described and discussed. The first chapter has been written by
Dr. J. F. Fleet, who was at one time epigraphist to the government
of India. From him we have an excellent account of the inscriptional
bases of Indian historical research. These inscriptions furnish the
only trustworthy material for the bulk of early Indian history. Some
are on metal—iron, gold and silver, brass, and notably copper.
Charters given by kings are engraved on copper and sealed. There are
also inscriptions on crystal, and ' on clay sometimes left to harden
naturally, sometimes apparently hardened by some artificial means, and
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